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taken in any way as a representative of the Greek doctrine, it is
difficult to establish any connection of the latter with the Indian,
In this connection, a statement of Celsus, who is a fair expo-
nent of the Greek Osteology of the first century B.C. may be
noted. Referring to the carpus and the tarsus, he says that
"they consist of many minute bones, the number of which is
uncertain", but that "they represent the appearance of a single
interiorly concave bone" ; and with reference to fingers and toes
he says, that "from the five metacarpals, the digits take their
origin, each consisting of three bones of similar configuration"
(beginning of Book VIII) In the latter enumeration of fifteen
joints in the hands and feet, Greek Osteology agrees with the
Talmudic and the Indian. As to the carpus and the tarsus,
the two views of a number of small bones and of a single bone,
are also found in the Indian Osteological summaries of Susruta
and Charaka respectively, and the Talmudic summary contains
a reckoning of eight small bones. But many centuries ago,
a misfortune overtook the Osteological summary of Susruta,
the true form of which totally disappeared from all manuscripts
owing to its supersession by a falsified substitute, which
gained general acceptance through the great authority of
Vagabhata I, who once held the same position in India,
that Galen had in the mediaeval medicine of the West At
a very early period in the history of Indian medicine, owing
to the ascendancy of Neo-Brahmanism, which abhorred all
contact with the dead, the practice and knowledge of anatomy
very rapidly declined and concurrently anatomical manuscript-
texts fell into great disorder. Attempts were made from time
to time to restore and edit such corrupt texts ; but divorced
from and not guided by practical knowledge of anatomy,
they could not but prove unsatisfactory. The earliest example
of such an attempt which has survived, is what is called
the non-medical version of the summary of the Osteological
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